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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 14, Line 2, "a 
machine structure" should be —a machine structure 52—. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: The limitation "the net 
winnings" should be —said net winnings—. 

3. Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informalities: For clarity, the phrase 
"storing instructions" in Lines 4 and 13 should be changed to —including instructions—. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distincdy claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1-3 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Re Claim 1: Claim 1 recites the limitations "the credit previously extended" and "the credit 
available" in Lines 4-5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Re Claim 2: Claim 2 recites the limitation "the net winnings" in Lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Re Claim 3: Claim 3 recites the limitation "the option to store" in Lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Re Claims 2-3 and 9-10: The limitation "a portion of said net winnings" and "a portion of 
the net winnings" is recited in Claim 2 Line 5 and Claim 3 Line 3, respectively; and similarly in Claim 
9 Line 5 and Claim 10 Line 3. In order to distinguish the portion in Claim 2 from the portion in 
Claim 3, and the portion in Claim 9 from the portion in Claim 10, it is suggested that Claims 2 and 9 
designate "a portion" as —a first portion-- and Claims 3 and 10 designate "a portion" as —a second 
portion—. 

Re Claim 8: Claim 8 recites the limitations "the credit previously extended" and "the credit 
available" in Lines 5-6. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Re Claim 9: Claim 9 recites the limitation "the net winnings" in Lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Re Claim 3: Claim 3 recites the limitation "the option to store" in Lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Application/Control Number: 10/825,262 
Art Unit: 3709 



Page 4 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-15, 18-24, and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lucero (US Patent No. 5,81 1,772) in view of Walker et al. (US Patent No. 6,190,256). 

Re Claims 1-2: Lucero teaches a method of managing and controlling credit used by a player 
gambling at one or more gaming machines comprising determining a credit limit (Fig. 9; Col. 7-8, 
Lines 67-4; Col. 12, Lines 50-64), determining a credit previously extended to said player (Fig. 5, 
Reference Number 88; Col. 7 Lines 58-64), determining a credit available (Col. 8, Lines 4-9), 
extending credit to said player in an amount less than or equal to said credit available (Fig. 5, 
Reference Numbers 94-98; Col. 8 Lines 4-9), tracking winnings by said player at said gaming 
machine (Fig. 5, Reference Numbers 106-108; Col. 8 Lines 13-22), calculating the total credit 
extended (Col. 8, Lines 41-47), and designating a net winnings amount (Col. 8, Lines 17-22). 

However, Lucero does not specifically teach disabling the gaming machine from cashing out 
so long as said winnings are less than said total credit, or enabling said gaming machine to cash out 
said net winnings. Lucero also does not specifically teach calculating the credit available as the 
difference between the credit limit and the credit previously extended. 
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Walker et al. teach storing the amount of credit extended (Col. 2, Lines 61-67), disabling the 
gaming machine when winnings are less than the credit extended (Fig. 9 Reference Number 903, 
908; Col. 8 Lines 35-37), designating a net winnings amount as the amount by which said winnings 
exceed said total credit extended (Fig. 9 Reference Number 903, 904; Col. 8 Lines 37-41), and 
enabling said gaming machine to cash out (Fig. 9 Reference Number 906; Col. 9 Lines 46-47). 

It would also have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to calculate the credit available as the difference between the credit limit and the credit 
previously extended. As with any general type of charge card, the amount of credit available to use is 
the difference between the credit previously extended and the credit limit. 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to track and store the total credits extended from the multiple transactions and then 
determine an ability to cash out depending on if the winnings on the gaming machine exceed the 
total credit extended in the card and method of Lucero. By controlling the ability to cash out, players 
can be prevented from cashing out money that is loaned and also as a practical matter the loan is 
repaid before a net positive balance is established. 

Re Claim 3: Lucero, modified by Walker et al. teach the limitations of Claims 1 and 2 as 
discussed above. Lucero additionally teaches that player account identification and information can 
be stored within a gaming establishment for use with- a plurality of gaming machines where winnings 
and losses are able to be deposited and withdrawn from the player account (Col. 11, Lines 29-55). 

Re Claims 4-5: Lucero, modified by Walker et al. teach the limitations of Claims 1-3 as 
discussed above. 
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However, Lucero does not teach determining credit available including summing net 
winnings previously stored with the difference between said credit limit and said credit previously 
extended. 

Walker et al. additionally teach that the winnings may be applied towards the amount of 
credit extended (Fig. 9 Reference Number 904). 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply the winnings at the gaming machine in Walker et al. towards the player account 
in Lucero. By applying winnings towards the amount of credit extended, the amount of credit 
extended is lowered and the amount of calculated credit available is altered. 

Re Claims 6-7: Lucero, modified by Walker et al. teach the limitations of Claim 1 as 
discussed above. Lucero additionally teaches that player account identification and information such 
as credit limits and account balances can be stored within a gaming establishment for use with a 
plurality of gaming machines (Col. 12, Lines 58-64). 

Re Claims 8-12, and 14-15: The following similarities are noted: Claim 8 is similar in scope to 
Claims 1+6+7, Claim 9 is similar in scope to Claims 1+2+6+7, Claim 10 is similar in scope to 
Claims 1+2+3+6+7, Claim 11 is similar in scope to Claims 1+2+3+4+6+7, and Claim 12 is similar 
in scope to Claims 1+2+3+4+5+6+7, the differences being that Claims 1-7 are directed towards 
"one or more gaming machines" and Claims 8-12 are directed towards "a plurality of gaming 
machines." 

It has been discussed above that the credit system and methods taught by Lucero, as 
modified by Walker et al., teach the limitations of Claims 1-7. 
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Lucero additionally teaches that the games of chance can be played at one or more machines 
at one or more casinos (Col. 2, Lines 18-23). 

Re Claim 13: Lucero, modified by Walker et al., teach the limitation of Claim 8 as discussed 

above. 

However, Lucero does not specifically disclose that the gaming machines are communicating 
with the account processing facility via computer network. 

Walker et al. teach that the gaming machines are communicably connected to a server via 
computer network (Figs. 1-3). 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to connect the gaming machines in Lucero with a server via computer network. 

Re Claims 18-24: It is noted that Claims 18-24 disclose the system and apparatuses storing 
instructions executable for implementing the methods described in Claims 8-12, where the gaming 
machines communicate with a server via computer network, similar to Claim 13, and the gaming 
machines are located at a single casino property, similar to Claim 14, or two or more casino 
properties, similar to Claim 15; Lucero, as modified by Walker et al., disclose the limitations of 
Claims 8-15 as discussed above. 

However, Lucero does not specifically disclose a server comprising a server data processor 
and a server data structure, or a plurality of gaming machines comprising a machine data processor 
and a machine data structure. 
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Walker et al. disclose both a server comprising a server data processor and a server data 
structure, and a plurality of gaming machines comprising a machine data processor and a machine 
data structure (Figs. 1-3). 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include a server and a plurality of gaming machines with the server data processor, 
server data structure, machines data processor, and machine data structure for storing and executing 
instructions to carry out the method steps disclosed in Claims 18-22. 

Re Claims 27-28: Lucero teaches a method of managing and controlling credit used by a 
player gambling at one or more gaming machines comprising determining a credit limit (Fig. 9; Col. 
7-8, Lines 67-4, Col. 12, Lines 50-64), extending credit to said player in an amount less than or equal 
to said credit limit (Fig. 5, Reference Numbers 94-98; Col. 8 Lines 4-9), and tracking winnings by 
said player at said gaming machine (Fig. 5, Reference Numbers 106-108; Col. 8 Lines 13-22). 

However, Lucero does not teach comparing said credit extended to said winnings. 

Walker et al. teach comparing said credit extended to said winnings (Fig. 9 Reference 
Number 903). Walker et al. also teach both a server comprising a server data processor and a server 
data structure, and a plurality of gaming machines comprising a machine data processor and a 
machine data structure (Figs. 1-3) for storing and executing instructions to carry out the method 
steps of Claim 27. 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the step of comparing said credit extended to said winnings in the system of 
Lucero to determine if a proper cash out scenario is available. 
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8. Claims 16-17 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lucero (US Patent No. 5,811,772) in view of Walker et al. (US Patent No. 6,190,256) as applied to 
Claims 1, 8, and 15 above, and further in view of Rowe (US Patent No. 6,394,907). 

Re Claims 16-17: Lucero, as modified by Walker et al., disclose the limitations of Claims 1, 8, 
and 15 as discussed above. 

However, they do not teach the grouping of the credit extended by the plurality of gaming 
machines according to the casino property where each gaming machine is located, ordering the 
groupings of credit extended, and applying the winnings against the groupings of credit extended 
according to the ordering. 

Rowe teaches that a transaction database may be partitioned according to properties or 
ownership of properties (Col. 11, Lines 23-30). 

Additionally, it is well known in the art that in a situation where cash or credit is lent or 
borrowed, time periods are set when said cash or credit should be repaid, and it is a common 
practice to meet the those time period dates in chronological order. 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to group the multiple sub-accounts from multiple gaming machines in the system of 
Lucero according to casino property, and then applying the winnings against the groupings of credit 
according to a chronological order. A grouping and partitioning of different casino properties keeps 
the information databases organized and easily accessible, and applying the winnings in a 
chronological order ensures that payback of loans and credits extended is done in a timely fashion. 
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Re Claims 25-26: It is noted that Claims 25-26 include the limitations that the instructions 
executable by the server further comprise instructions for carrying out the method steps of Claims 
16-17. 

Lucero, as modified by Walker et al., disclose the limitations of Claims 18 and 24, as well as 
the method steps of Claims 16-17. 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include a server and a plurality of gaming machines with the server data processor, 
server data structure, machines data processor, and machine data structure for storing and executing 
instructions to additionally carry out the method steps disclosed in Claims 25-26. 



Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Boushy discloses a system where players and playing information is tracked across a 
plurality of gaming machines and gaming properties. 

Weiss discloses a cashless gaming system allowing a player to play at a plurality of 
gaming machines from one account and subsequendy credit and debit the account from 
each gaming machine with earned winnings/losses. 

Fertitta, III et al. disclose a multi-property player tracking system comprising both 
central and local databases. 

Walker et al. (6,227,972) discloses a method and apparatus where specific credits granted 
by a casino establishment are not enabled to be cashed out 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Victor Cheung whose telephone number is (571) 270-1349. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon-Thurs, 8-4:30, and every other Fri, 8-3:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jong-Suk (James) Lee can be reached on (571) 272-7044. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 



system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





